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MR. WOODWORTH’S REPLY. 
(Continued from page 220.) 

“In Mr. F.’s sixth paragraph, he copies part of a 
passage, quoted by Paul from Jeremiah xxxi. 31 to 
34; it stands thus, for we prefer going to the foun- 
tain head at once: 

«* Behold, the days come, saith the Lord, that I 
will make a new covenant with the house of Israel, 
and with the house of Judah: Not according to the 
covenant that I made with their fathers, in the day 
that 1 took them by the hand to bring them out of 
the land of Egypt; which my covenant they brake, 
although I was an husband unto them, saith the 
Lord: But this shall be the covenant that I will 
make with the house of Israel; After those days, 
saith the Lord, I will put my Jaw in their inward 
parts, and write it in their hearts ; and will be their 
God, and they shall be my people. And they shall 
teach no more every man his neighbour, and every 
man his brother, saying, Know the Lord: for they 
shall all know me, from the least of them unto the 
greatest of them, saith the Lord: for I will forgive 
their iniquity, and I will remember their sin no 
more.’ 

“Mr. F. says, * Let us apply Mr. W.’s co-opera- 
tion’ to this passage, and afterwards adds, ‘ Surely 
Mr. W. must admit that ‘all shall know God,’ &c. 
We can adimit no such thing ; for the Lord express- 
ly limits the promise of this covenant to ‘ the house 
of Israel.’ Not to the Jewish nation, but to every 
genuine member of the Lord’s true church, to ‘ the 
circumcised in heart,’ to every one that ‘ feareth God 
and worketh righteousness,’ let his religious creed 
be what it may, for such an one is a genuine mem- 
ber of the Lord’s church, even if he never heard of 
it by name. This promise is made to such men, and 
to such only; not to mere professors of religion, but 
to the real ‘ house of Israel ;’ not to ‘ every one that 
saith Lord, Lord,’ but to him that doth his Lord’s 
will; to him who has wrought out his ‘ own salva- 
tion with fear and trembling.’ It is in the hearts of 
such only, that the law of God becomes written, and 
as indelibly inscribed as it was on the two tables of 
stone. They love the Lord above all things, of 
course he is their God, and they are his people. Hav- 
ing, by a diligent co-operation with his regenerating 
power, attained to that state of the regenerate life in 
which love to God is the ruling principle, the incul- 
cation of truth is no longer necessary ; teaching each 
other to know the Lord can now be dispensed with ; 
for they all know him, ‘ from the least of them to the 
greatest of them.’ He forgives their former inigui- 
ty, and remembers their sins no more. 


he made with them when he first took them by the 

hand to lead them out of the Egyptian bondage of 

sin, through the wilderness of temptation, to the 

promised land of regeneration. Then TRUTHS 

were inculcated, and obedience rigidly enjoined, 

under all the terrors of Mount Sinai; but now, hav- 

ing ‘passed from death unto life,’ they obey, not 

from fear, but fromlove. This is the new covenant, 

given to those only who have ‘ through much triba- 

lation, entered into the kingdom of God,’ or who 

have, by a zealous co-operation, ‘day by day,’ at 

length become renewed ‘after the image of Him that 

created them.’ Such is the blessed effect of co-ope- 

rating with, instead of resisting the Spirit of God, 
which is continually moving on the face of the spi- 

ritual waters in the mind of man. 

“ Let us suppose, for a moment, (what we firmly 
believe,) that the Mosaic history of the creation is 
figurative of man’s regeneration, and thus see it 
‘man can do nothing.’ 

“ God says, ‘let there be light,’ ‘ let there be a fir- 
mament,’ ‘let the waters be gathered together,’ ‘ let 
there be lights, and it was so.’ But God does not 
say, ‘letthere be grass,’ &c. ‘ let there be ‘fish, fowl, 
cattle,’ &c. No—he only creates the causes of ef- 
fects, not effects themselves. He says, ‘Let the 
earth bring forth grass, the herb, the tree,’ &c. and 
the earth brought forth. ‘ Let thé waters bring 
forth” &c. and they did so. ‘ Let the earth bring 
forth the living creature,’ &c. and it did so. So in 
the new creation, or regeneration of man, God gives 
man light, divides it from the darkness, creates an 
expanse or division between natural and spiritual 
thoughts, gathers the former into one place, and thus 
regulates the understanding, while the dry land is 
ready to receive the seeds of divine truth. Thus 
much the Lord does for every human being. But 
when all this is done, man must begin to co-operate, 
and bring forth fruits; ‘for the earth (says our 
Lord) bringeth forth fruit ef herself; first the blade,’ 
&e. 

“ With respect to Mr. F.’s seventh paragraph, we 
will merely observe, that the swords mentioned in 
scripture are not all made of natural iron or steel. 
A flaming sword, for instance, guarded the tree of 
life; and when John saw the Lord, in vision, we 
read, that ‘out of his mouth went a sharp two-edg- 
ed sword. 

“In reply to some of the questions in Mr. F.’s 
eighth paragraph, we would observe that the destruc- 
tion of Jerusalem was an effect growing out of the sins 
of the people as the procuring cause. It was not an 
arbitrary punishment inflicted for their sins, but the 





“This is a very different covenant from that which 
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unhappy effect by removing the cause, (not only from 
ancient Jerusalem, but also from the christian 
chureh,) that the Lord so often entreats them (and 
us) by the mouths of his prophets, to turn from the 
evil oftheir ways. But they ‘ would not ;’ therefore 
the kingdom of God (the church) was taken from 
them, and ‘given to a nation bringing forth the 
Sruits thereof” In this view of the subject, the Lord 
wost certainly did make repeated attempts to save 
Jerusalem, previous to his coming in the flesh ; and 
when he came, actually wept, because she had ren- 
dered all these attempts incfectual. But, let it be 
remembered, it was not the mere impending des- 
truction of an earthly city, and the consequent dis- 
persion of the nation to which it belonged, that call- 
ed forth these tears of divine compassion. It was 
their spiritual ruin which the Lord lamented, and 
which, like the self-procured fate of the antediluvi- 
ans, ‘ grieved him to the heart.” He wept over Je- 
rusalem as an earthly parent might weep over a dis- 
solute child, who, by a life of sin, dissipation and 
debauchery, had contracted diseases that were rapid- 
ly destroying his life, and who obstinately refused to 
take the medicines which were offered him. The great 
physician of souls saw his children perishing with 
spiritual maladies, which they had contracted by 
their sins, and ‘ how often would’ he have adminis- 
tered the healing balm of Gilead, and they would 
not take it. Without taking it, it was imposs*ble to 
save them; they must perish eternally ; therefore he 
wept. Nor was it for the Jews alone—no ; he wept 
over them as the representatives of a fallen world, 
of an apostate human race, ‘ who kept not their first 
{paradisial] estate, bat left their own habitations,’ 
and were now self-bound in ‘ chains of [mental] 
darkness.’ 

“ But Mr. F. asks, ‘If man had co-operated with 
the Lord’s will, and if Jerusalem had been preser- 
ved to this day, would not Christ have lived to a 
good old age,’ &e. 

“We rejoice, sir, that you are ignorant of His 
real character, concerning whom you ask this ques- 
tion ; were you not, it would be blasphemy—as it is, 
it is only speaking ‘a word against the Son of Man.’ 
It is the infinite Jehovah God himself, the great I 
AM—the Father of all—who took upon himself the 
nature of man, in order that he might make it an 
eternal medium of communication between himself 
and us. He therefore glorified this human nature, 
or made it completely divine, and will dwell in it 
to all eternity. The wonderful process of thus 
changing materiality into divinity, was gradually 
effected by the divinity within him, from the hour of 
his birth to that of his resurrection, and could not 
have been hastened or retarded by the fate of cities, 
nations, or worlds. And the moment that process 
was completed, he could no longer be visible to ma- 
terial eyes. So that the above question is absurd, 
to say the least of it. 

“The remaining questions, in the same para- 
graph, require no answer, for we never said that man 
must co-operate with God in any process, except 
that of his own spiritual purification—or, what is 
the same thing, regeneration. 





“Inthe ninth paragraph, Mr. F. objects to the 
term eternal death, and demands our authority fo; 
using it. We are willing to call it by any more ap- 
propriate name: we mean the second death spoken 
of by Jobn in the Apocalypse ; and as Mr. F. has 
already asked two questions to our one, ( without an- 
swering a single one,) we beg him to give us his 
views of the second death, and whether it be eternal 
or not. By the way, let it be remembered that we 
ask Mr. Fitz no questions which we cannot answer 
ourselves. Would that we could say as much for 
Mr. F. 

“In the twentieth chapter of the Revelation, it is 
thus written: ‘ Blessed and holy is he that hath part 
in the first resurrection: on such the second death 
hath no power.’ But what is this second death? 
John informs us in these words: * And death and 
hell were cast into the lake of fire. This is the se- 
cond death.’ The connected passages would con- 
vey this idea— On such, the casting of death and 
hell into the lake of fire hath no power.” When 
Mr. F. clears up this moot point, we will then admit 
that our triangle is broken: but not till then. 

“In the remaining part of this paragraph Mr. F. 
has laboured hard to reduce us to what he terms ‘» 
dilemma,’ by compelling us to admit that man has 
more power than God. He might have spared him- 
self all this trouble ; for we had, previously, not only 
freely admitted, but had taken some pains to prove, 
that man possesses not only more power, but all the 
power to work iniquity. That God eannot sin, but 
that man can and does. God is omnipotent in good 
works ; man alone is capable of performing evil ones. 
In denying this Mr. F’. must charge the existence of 
sin upon the fountain of all goodness ; and thus 
plunge himself into an ocean of ‘trouble and diffi- 
culty,’ from which there is no escape, but by honest- 
ly confessing his ignorance, and applying in humili- 
ty to that unerring chart, the Word of God. 

“If Mr. F.’s tenth paragraph mean any thing, it 
means that ‘the man who remains rebellious to the 
last moment of his existence in this mode of being, 
will ‘turn to the Lord in another mode of being.’ 
But our Lord says, ‘the night cometh in which no 
man can work ; and Solomon says, ‘ Whatsoever 
thy band findeth to do, do i with thy might; for 
there is no work, nor device, nor knowledge, nor 
wisdom, in the grave, whither thou goest,” Eccles. 
ix. 10. 

“ But we now come to a paragraph which certainly 
‘caps the climax’ of absurdity, to say nothing of in 
sanity. It is the eleventh of Mr. F.’s reply. Turn 
back and read it, gentle reader—we have not room 
to transcribe it—read it again—and then say what 
you think of such reasoning. The ideas contained 
in this paragraph (unless we misapprehend them) 
tay be thus expressed in plain English : 

“When the works of creation (including man) 
were pronounced ‘ very good’ by the great Creator, 
man was a mere animal, without an immortal soul, 
and, of course, was no more a subject of eternal feli- 
city, than one of Mr. W.’s favourite swine, owls, vul- 
tures, &c. In this dreadful dilemma, something was 
necessary to raise him from this degraded state, in 
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oait to render this ‘image and likeness of God,’ 
susceptible of immortality and future happiness. 
The Almighty, therefore, caused him to do what 
God cannot do himself—that is, he caused him to 
sin [for man, you know, can do nothing, as a free 
agent} in order that he might make him holy: he 
caused him to be lost in order that he might find and 
save him; he caused him to eat and die, and thus 
<ecured to him immortality ’ If we have transla- 
ted this correctly, it certainly out-Calvins Calvin. 
Let Mr. F. say no more about our attributing igno- 
rance and impotence to a being, whom he thus bold- 
jy charges with downright folly. The wisdom ot 
God is above human wisdom, but not opposed to it. 

«The twelfth paragraph is (fortunately for our 
readers) a very short one, devoted to the old story 
of God’s being able to do any thing and every thing, 
when the apostle assures us, in one place, that ‘ God 
cannot lie ; and in another place, that ‘ it istmpossible 
for God to lie.” All that we ever contended for, 
was, that ‘ God cannot act in opposition to divine 
order.’ 

« Mr. F.’s ‘ hacknied quotation’ does mean some- 
thing—we have already explained its meaning. 
‘Thy people are willing,’ and thy people always will 
be willing—for thy people, O Lord, are thy breth- 
ren; and thou hast been graciously pleased to as- 
sure us that thy brethren are those, and those only, 
‘ who hear the Word of God, and do it.’ 

“Mr. F. is willing enough to spiritualize the 
writings of Paul, when their literal meaning does 
not favour his darling system ; but he insists upon 
the literal meaning of his quotations from the Psalms. 
Would room permit, we could quote numerous pas- 
sages from the Word, where the term earth does 
and can mean nothing else but the human mind ; 
the operations of which, in their ultimate results, 
are properly called ¢ all the ends of the earth,’ which 
will, in every regenerated person, ‘turn unto the 
Lord, and worship before him.’ That is, every 
thought and act will have the glory of Ged for its 
end and object. 

“ But the passages quoted by Mr. F. not only re- 
late to every individual of the true church, (we mean 
every person who lives upto the light he posesses,) 
but also to the church in the aggregate, which is 
gathered from all parts of the habitable globe. It is 
now gathering, and will continue to increase, until 
ali nations (not every individual of each nation) shall 
worship before him. When we contemplate this 
great and glorious work, we are ready, with Mr. F., 
to shout HartLexvsan! but not from the same mo- 
tive. He rejoices because he thinks “ man can do 
nothing ;? we rejoice because man is doing so 
much ! because he ‘ can do all things, God helping 
him.’ Man is now going into all the world, extend- 
ig the Gospel to every creature! Go on ye blessed 
instruments in the hands of that God who conde- 
seends to operate by human agency, and who in- 
vites every man to co-operate with him. We know 
that your ‘labour is not in vain in the Lord.’ 

“ A few observations must close our REMARKS on 
Mr. F’s nepiy. This champion of universal and 


some very ludicrous as well as some very serions 
perplexities, in defending his favourite system : 
sometimes denying, and sometimes admitting, that 
man is a free agent. He denies it in positive terms, 
and yet admits it when he intimates that the Jews 
were exhorted to obedience to avert temporal cala- 
mities. If a man has power voluntarily to refrain 
from such vices as produce temporal pain, he can 
by an exertion of the same volition and ability, prac- 
tise those opposite virtues which will render him re- 
ceptive of endless felicity. But Mr. F. says, that 
‘man can do nothing” whichis, doubtless, a very 
comfortable doctrine for the lazy and slothful ; and 
to prove this inability, he attempts to spiritualize all 
such scripture passages as oppose him in the letter, 
until he spirits away their plain and obvious mean- 
ing; while those which seem to favour bis views 
are pressed into the service in their literal dress. 
This seems like bending scripture to human creeds, 
instead of shaping creeds to scripture. The Word, 
in its inmost sense, is God himself, for which the 
literal sense is a covering, or vesture. Beware how 
you pervert it to promote party or selfish ends. This 
would be dipping the coat of Joseph in blood ; it 
would be parting the raiment of Jesus, and casting 
lots for his vesture.” 
( To be continued.) 
REMARKS. 

Mr. Woodworth’s first® paragraph contains a quo- 
tation from Jere. xxxi. 31-34. Mr. W. objects, it 
appears, to our quotation from Heb. viii. So, Sir, 
Paul’s testimony is not to be admitted! Will you 
answer the following question, without any circum- 
locution—Do you regard Mr. Swedenborg’s wri- 
tings and declarations, in preference to Paul's testi- 
mony? Do you believe Mr. Swedenborg’s writings 
to be better authority than Paul’s epistles? Sir, we 
shall insist upon Paul’s testimony being received, 
in all cases, until you prove Paul tobe aliar. If 
Paul speaks the truth, he is good evidence. You 
say in your second paragraph, “'The Lord expressly 
limits the promise of this covenant to the house of 
Israel.” Again: “This promise is made to such 
men, and to such only,” as do what? You answer, 
“To him who has wrought out his own salvation 
with fear and trembling.” Again, you say, “ This 
is the new eovenant, given to those only who have 
‘through much tribulation, entered into the king- 
dom of God,’ or who have, by a zealous co-opera- 
tion, ‘day by day, at length become renewed,” &c. 
Now, Sir, we demand a candid answer to the fol 
lowing—It is declared, Isa. xlix. 6. “It is a light 
thing that thou shouldest be my servant to raise up 
the tribes of Jacob, and to restore the preserved of 
Israel: I will also give thee for a light to the Gen- 
tiles, that thou mayest be my salvation unto the end 
of the earth. [7th verse.] I will preserve thee, and 
give thee for a covenant of the people, to establish 
the earth, to cause to inherit the desolate heritages,” 
&c. Will you say, that the language of the inspired 
peninan “ limits the promise of this covenant to the 





* For convenience, we number the paragraphs, reckoning 
the thirty-sixth, which commences the Extract in this Num 
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house of Israel?” You acknowledge that “ the term 

earth, does and can mean nothing but the human 
mind.” Therefore, your own premises confute you! 
Sir, the testimony is abundant to disprove your hy- 
pothesis. We read, Isa. xlii. of Christ, *“* He shall 
not fail, nor be discouraged, till he have set judg- 
ment in the earth (“the human mind!” and the 
isles shall wait for hislaw. 1 the Lorp have called 
thee in righteousness, and will hold thy hand, and 
will keep thee, and give thee for a covenant of 
the people, for a light of the Gentiles ; to open the 
blind eyes, to bring out the prisoners from the pri- 
son, them that sit in darkness out of the prison 
house.” Also, “I will bring the blind by a way they 
know not ; I will lead them in paths they have not 
known: I will make darkness light before them, 
and crooked things straight. These things WILL 
{ DO unto them, and not forsake them.” But Mr. 
W. says, “This promise is made to such men, and 
to such only,” as do what? Aus. to him that “ doth 
his Lord's will,” &c. “ Altained to that state of the 
regenerate life,” &e. “ By «diligent co-operation,” 
&e. Ah! friend Woodworth, you should keep 
clear of the “ fountain head,” if you would main- 
tain your system, for the waters of truth come 
like a torrent, and ,overwhelin your absurdities. 
Pray, Sir, are your “ diligent co-operators” blind? 
Are they in prison? Are they in darkness? Do the 
words, “ These things will Ido unto them, and not 
forsake them,” mean, if they do not co-operate and 
labour jointly, I will forsake them? Pray, Sir, 
where is the need of saving those who have already 
worked out their own salvation? Now, Sir, for 
onee, “ lay aside the sin that so easily besets you,” 
and acknowledge the éruth ; that the promise is to 
those who need it—to the blind—the prisoner— 
them that sit in darkness ! 

To the “ fountain head” again—In Ezek. xxxvii. 
we are instructed that God will open his people’s 
graves, and put his Spirit in them, and then they 
shall live. Then, and not till then, shall they know 
the Lord. ‘Take the figure—Conceive a man dead 
and buried, co-operating in his own renovation ; 
opening his own grave! Sir, who is this promise to? 
Is it to those who, you say, have “ attained to that 
state of regenerate life? Will you, Sir, even pre- 
tend that it is possible for those spoken of by the 
prophet, as dead, in their graves, blind, in darkness, 
and in prison, to know the Lord, to love the Lord, 
to do his will, and to work righteousness? Will you 
deny that God’s people are thus dead, blind? &c. 
Now, Sir, apply your doctrine of man’s co-opera- 
tion to the covenant of God, in Christ, as taught at 
the “ fountain head !” 

Mr. W. continues, as is common with him, by 
taking supposition for premises. Now, Sir, let us 
suppose you are mistaken, for we believe you are, 
and you are sufficiently answered! Mr. W. will 
“burn his fingers” with his sophistry. Sir, if God 
creates a cause, must not an effect follow? Can it 
be possible that a man in his senses will admit for a 
moment, that God “ creates causes,” whose influ- 
ence depends altogether on the contingency of 
«man’s co-operation to produce their effects! We 





have shown, by refering to the “ fountain head” 
how the earth co-operates. 7 

Mr. W. in his seventh paragraph, says, “it was 
the spiritual ruin [of Jerusalem] which the Lord 
lamented.” Again: “ Without taking, it [the balm | 
it was impossible to save them; they must perish 
eternally.” Mr. W. has supposition for premises 
again. Sir, give us testimony. Your word will yor 
answer. You suppose the spiritual ruin of the Jews 
to be a perishing eternally. Paul says, Rom. xi, 32. 
“God hath concluded them all in unbelief, that he 
might have mercy upon all.” 

Mr. W. in his ninth paragraph, rejoices that we 
are ignorant of Christ’s real character! He eop- 
ceives our ignorance to be a shield, and that it wijj 
save us from the sin of blasphemy! Mr. W. gaped 
and strained, in this paragraph, until he obviated 
all the necessity of answering our question, and 
proved it to be absurd. Sir, if you will not answer 
this question, you shall have another. You say, 
“Christ is the infinite seHovan Gop himself, the 
great 1 AM—the Father of all,” &c. Paul says, 
of Christ, “ he shall have delivered up the kingdom 
to God, even the Father.” 1 Cor. xv.24. Can you 
believe Paul meant that God the Father delivered 
up the kingdom to God the Father? Can you be- 
lieve God the Father was crucified, and suffered, 
and died? When Paul says, “I bow my knees unto 
the Father of our Lord Jesus Christ,” (Ephes. iii. 
14.) can Paul mean that he bowed his knees unto 
a being who was the Father of himself? Paul says, 
“ God was in Christ.” Does he mean, God is in 
himself? When Paul says, “ God will judge the 
world in righteousness by MAN whom he hath 
ordained,” and the man he hath raised from the 
dead, does he mean that God will judge the world 
by senovan, by himself? Acts xvii. 31. When 
Christ says, “The Father hath committed all judg- 
ment unto the Son,” does he mean, the Father hath 
committed all judgment unto himself? When 
Christ says, “There is another who beareth witness 
of me,” does he mean that there is not another, but 
that himself beareth witness of himself? John v. 
22, 32. When Christ says, “ The Father hath sent 
ME,” (ver. 37,) does he mean that he is the Father, 
and that the Father came himself? Was Peter 
guilty of blasphemy, when he said, “ Jesus of Naza- 
reth [is] a Man appointed of God by miracles, and 
wonders, and signs, which God did by him ?” Acts ii. 
22. You speak “ of a wonderful process of chang- 
ing MATERIALITY into divinily.”. Do you mean 
that materiality was changed, and become God? 
If so, has not God received an accession? Is not 
God altered? If you do not mean this, what do you 
mean ? 

Mr. W. in his eleventh paragraph tries to escape 
from his difficulties, by using the term second death, 
for eternal death; thus making the words second 
and eternal synonymous. This is certainly “a won- 
derfu) process” in argument! Pray, Sir, how can 
a second be eternal? What was the first? Accord- 
ing to Mr, W. we do “not answer a single ques- 
tion.” We sball leave this matter to the judgment 
of the reader. Of the second death, we answer at 
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no death can be eternal. Paul says, “'The| by fair argument, and clear testimony, the contrary 


wce, 


enemy shall be destroyed, death.” 


last 


su 


ijustration. 


of our premises and conclusions! 
Mr. W. in his twelfth paragraph covers himself, | have a right to expect this. 
<he supposes, with a vail of profound wisdom, and | ment are two things. 
ries from under his covering—Come out, Sir, and | absurd, surely you can easily prove it. 
ow yourself. Prove that the word second, means | trial, and no more twisting. Prove, Sir, that an im- 
ternal! We do not-approve of your manner of} mortal man can die! [We refer Mr. W.’s readers to 
We believe that death and the grave, | his work, No. 6, page 187, and our readers to Gos- 


Your readers 
Sir, sneering and argu- 
If this paragraph is so very 
Give it fair 


not hell] have no power over the mind of those pel Herald, No. 20, p. 160, 2d col. to find this para- 
sho by faith have part in Christ’s resurrection, which | graph, which commences thus—* Now, let us again 


sthe first. 
over death and the grave, and that they shall tri- 


ymph also, “ God giving them the victory.” The} or his doctrine. 
«Jife they now live, they live by faith of the Son of} might have been honest in his opinions. 


They believe that Christ triumphed | look at the command and its violation.| 


We are not at liberty to rail at Mr. Swedenborg 
We believe he was in error, and 
In pro- 


God.” His faith was, that he should triumph.| portion as a possibility exists that Mr. W. is incor- 


Theirs is the same. 


“To be carnally minded is death.” 


another, a second death, from any cause? Yes.| arguments and testimony. 


What is the first death? Ans.] rect, in that ratio ought he to feel interested in the 
Can man suffer | objections of others, and candidly examine their 


This is not a contest 


Fiom what? Ans. Unbelief. They do not believe | between two individuals, or their compeers, to ob- 
in Christ’s triumph, as the “head of every man,” | tain a palm, or gain a victory in words; but it ought 
ind therefore die a second time, in their own appre- | to be an honest endeavour to examine with mutual 


hension that the destruction of death and the grave 
will destroy them also. 
sulting from Christ’s resurrection are the destruc- 
tion of death and the grave. Those who deny this, 
suffer. A “lake of fire” is an emphatic figure of 
Christ’s triumphant victory. It will burn every 
combustible thrown into it. It will utterly destroy. 
Death and the grave are as completely destroyed, 
as wood or stubble would be, thrown into a lake of 
fire. This destruction is glorious to the believer. It 
is terrible to the unbeliever, whose fears torment 
him, and are a death to his comforts. Mr. W. may 
now gather the fragments of his triangle. 

Mr. W’s thirteenth paragraph is a hard struggle 
toescape from the absurdities of his own conclu- 
sions. (We request the reader to look again at our 
exhibition of Mr. W.’s premises, and see if he is not 
ina dilemma, and a distressing one too.) Sir, we 
are declaring again and again, that man has power 
to do mischief. Why do you, Jew-like, raise this 
dust in the readers’ eyes, to escape from your blun- 
ders? Why do you not candidly acknowledge your 
mistake, or honestly defend your premises? Sir, 
there can be no argument without words ; but there 
can be many words without argument. 

Our ¢enth paragraph also proves too hard for Mr. 
W. As he will not reply to it, we turn it over to the 
reader, Sir, let the night come when no man can 
work. Lay man in the grave. We ask you, Sir, 
will a night come when God cannot work ? Christ 
says, It is the work of God, that we shall believe, 
xc. According to the prophet, (Ezek. xxxvii.) 
God will open the graves, and put his Spirit in the 
dead, and they shall live. 

Mr. W. continues—* But we now come to a para: 
graph which certainly ‘ caps the climax’ of absurd- 
ity, to say nothing of insanity, it is the eleventh of 
Mr. F.’s reply.” This is very fine, but a little proof 
inthe shape of argument, would do better. Sir, 
every man of sense among your readers, will pro- 
perly estimate your crowing. We ask you, Sir, to 
transcribe this very absurd paragraph, which in 


care and solicitude whatever is interesting to all. 
Sir, the consequences re- | Truth is superior to error; as much as pure gold ex- 
ceeds in value counterfeit coin. 
is disputed aad its genuineness questioned, he is on 
the alert at once, to test its value, and when it fails 
of standing the scrutiny of the essayer, to return it to 
its original proprietor. 
candour, and solicitude, mark the conduct of all, in 
relation to the truth, which is more precious than 
gold or rubies. 
you, in all sincerity, our best wishes, and respect 
you as an heir, with us, in common with all men, of 


Ifa man’s money 


Let the same honesty and 


To Mr. W. we say, Sir, we tender 


future glory. But, Sir, when you run at random, 
we must check you. 
Mr. W.’s fifteenth paragraph is another struggle 
to escape from difficulties. Surely, Sir, you have 
declared, in plain English, that Omnipotence can- 
not do without man’s co-operation. We will make 
a long story short. Is it in opposition to divine order, 
for God, unassisted by man, to put his Spirit in 
man, and give him life? If this is not in opposition 
to divine orde1, then, Sir, your declaration is wrong. 
Mr. W. in his sixteenth paragraph says, of the 
“hacknied quotation,” it means “Thy people are 
willing, and thy people always will be willing,” &c. 
Go once more tothe “ fountain head,” Sir, and read, 
“The ox knoweth his owner, and the ass his mas- 
ter’s crib, but my people do not know!” Are not my 
people thy people ? God says, “ ll souls are mine.” 
Mr. W. in his next paragiaph informs us what he 
could do, &c. We have considered his declaration 
that the termearth means the human mind. We 
presume, Sir, you will join with Paul, and say— 
“ As we have borne the image of the earthy, [the 
human mind) we shall also bear the image of the 
heavenly” {mind.} Again: When we read “The 
God of the whole earth shall he be called,” the God 
of the whole human mind. Again: “Say unto 
God, How terrible thy works! through the great- 
ness of thy power [man’s co-operation] shall thine 
enemies submit themselves unto thee. ll the earth 
{all the human mind] shall worship thee, and shall 





your translation, “ out-Calvins Calvin ;” and prove 





sing unto whee; they shall sing thy name.” Psalm 
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Ixvi. 3, 4. How harmonious is truth! ‘The prophet 
Again: 
“ And the Lorp said, I have pardoned, according 


says, “The Loro Jenovan is my song.” 


tothy word. But, as truly as I live, all the earth 
{all the human mind,] shall be filled with the glory 
of the Lorp.” Numb. xiv. 20, 21. 
every person be regenerated ? 

Mr. W. in his etghteenth paragraph considers the 
passages we have quoted “to relate to every indi- 
vidual of the true church, and the church in the 
aggregate.” What constitutes the “ church in the 
aggregate?” Ans. Col. i. 18-20. “And he is the 
head of the body, the church: who is the beginning, 
the first-born from the dead; that in all things he 
might have the pre-eminence. For it pleased the 
Father that in him should all fulness dwell: and 





LAWYER, WITNESS, AND CLERGYMAN. 
The following is from a work published by Noa 
Webster, of Salisbury, NV. H. entitled « An Appeal 
to the Candid, or the Trinitarian Review.” 
A lawyer, in writing a deposition, introduced 


Sir, will not} some words in a “ mysterious sense,” which ren. 


dered one of the sentences perfectly unintelligible to 
the witness. On reading the form, the witness ex- 
claimed, “ Sir, I do not understand that sentence!” 
‘ Neither do I, said the Lawyer, but all good witnesses 
testify in this manner; and you must do so too, of 
your testimony will not be received.’ The witness 
supposing it to be safe to follow the good, was per- 
suaded to subscribe and swear tothe whole. Whey 
the deposition was read in court, the witness hap- 
pened to be present: the attorney on the other side 


(having made peace through the blood of his cross) | suspected some fraud, and requested the liberty to 


by him to reconcile all things unto himself, by him, 
I say, whether they be things in earth, or things in 
heaven.” Ephes. i. 22, 23. “ And hath put all things 
under his feet, and gave him to be the head over all 
things to the church, which is his body, the fulness 
of him that filleth all in all.” Sir, “ Christ is the 
head of every man.” Do you believe that Calvin- 
ists, Hopkinsians, Arminians, etc. who propagate 
their peculiar dogmas, “ are extending the Gospel 
to every creature?” Do you “Know that their 
labour is not in vain in the Lord?” Do you know 
that “ their labour is in the Lord ?” 
Mr. W. in his last paragraph says, we “are 
driven into some very ludicrous as well as some 
very serious perplexities, in defending our very 
favourite system: sometimes denying, and some- 
times admitting, that man is a free agent.” Really, 
Sir, if this were the case, we should know it! Pray, 
where have we acknowledged, except by your pen, 
that man is a free agent? Please to define the term 
free agent ; and then prove man to bea free AGENT! 
Sir, we wish you to go thorough. First define the 
word free; then the word agent! Put them to- 
gether, and look at them. Sir, our cause for re- 
joicing is not because “man can do nothing ;” but 
because God can do wondrous things ; and bas pro- 
mised that “ 4ll nations whom he has made shall 
come and worship before him, and glorify his 
name.” You say, “Ifa man has power volunta- 
rily to refrain from such vices as produce ‘temporal 
pain, he can, by an exertion of the same volition 
and ability, practise those opposite virtues which 
will render him receptive of endless felicity.” We 
have your word for this, and that is all. Ifa man 
eats or drinks to excess, temporal pain is the conse- 
quence. Will you say that the opposite virtue, 
which isto eat and drink moderately, “ will render 
him receptive of endless felicity?” Sir, is eating 
and drinking moderately, the way of salvation? It 
will save aman from drunkenness and gluttony ; 
but, Sir, our Bible teaches us, that “ God is the Sa- 
viour of all men, especially of those that believe.” 
If we deny your conclusions, we are told that we 
“ spirit away the meaning of Scripture.” Surely, 
Sir, you are “driven into some very ludicrous as 
well as very serious perplexities!” 


question the witness. On being closely questioned, 
the witness owned that he did not understand that 
mysterious sentence, when he swore to the truth of 
it. The attorney then endeavoured to set aside the 
whole deposition, pleading “ that the testimony of a 
man who would swear to the truth of a proposition, 
while he did not understand the meaning of the 
terms, ought not to be admitted in any court of jus- 
tice; (and added) that the witness ought to be in- 
dicted for perjury.” 

But the judge being of a discerning and compas- 
sionate character, perceived, as he thought, marks 
of honesty in the witness, and suspected improper 
management on the part of the lawyer who wrote 
the deposition. On inquiry, he found that it was 
by the art and influence of the lawyer, that the wit- 
ness was brought into such an unpleasant situation. 
He admitted so much of the deposition as the wit- 
ness appeared to understand, but severely repri- 
manded the lawyer for the wicked and disgraceful 
part he had acted. 

In ashort time the affair was reported, and the 
witness reproached. He happened to be a member 
of a church, under the care of a Trinitarian Clergy- 
man, and the lawyer a resident in the same parish. 
The minister being informed of the circumstance, 
felt wounded, and reproved the lawyer. The law- 
yer replied in a mild but firm tone of voice, “ Sir, 
is it only in the solemn affairs of religion, that you 
allow your churelh members to trifle with God, 
with truth, and with conscience? I have but fol- 
lowed your example. You first seduced the witness 
yourself, by leading him to subscribe an article of 
faith, in which aterm was used in “a mysterious 
sense,” the very thing for which you have reproved 
me. I did it to open your eyes to the astonishing, 
but unregarded impropriety of your own practice. 
But once have I been guilty of such behaviour—can 
you, Sir, say the same ? 

This illustration may suggest to Christians the 
danger of subscribing to an article of faith, or say- 
ing that they believe it, while the very words are 
used in a “ mysterious sense.” It may also suggest 
to ministers the shocking impropriety on their part, 
in leading Christians to conduct in a manner so 
inconsistent with every principle of civil decorum 





(To be continued.) 





and gospel simplicity. Suppose Mr. T. A. to be the 
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pister $0 whom the lawyer replied; ifhe were 


pot past feeling, must he not have been shocked 
and confounded ? 

While I sincerely lament my own improprieties 
yhich these remarks could not fail to bring to re- 
membrance, I would, were it possible, sound an 
Jarm through Christendom, to awake the attention 
(my fellow Christians to the enormity of a custom 
by which millions have been seduced; a custom 
which, if generally prevalent in other cases, would 
render the human testimony perfectly nugatory ; 
.) the foundation of justice in legal proceedings ; 
lestroy confidence between man and man; loose 
she bonds of society ; and fill the world with collu- 
sion, uproar, and violence. 

On one account, it is perhaps a favourable cir- 
cumstance, that I was once a Trinitarian. From 
my own experience, [ am able to account for the 
extraordinary conduct I have attempted to expose, 
without imputing to my Trinitarian brethren tnten- 
tional wrong. But I am not able to free either my- 
viforthem from the charge of having acted with- 
out due consideration, under the pernicious influ- 
ence of custom and prejudice. For the honour of 
the Christian name, as well as fron regard to truth 
and propriety, it is hoped, that in future, the clergy 
willbe more cautious, both in giving and taking 
depositions of faith ; and that no one will imagine, 
that less care is needful in this case, than in giving 
and taking depositions of a civil nature. All Chris- 
tians should view themselves as witnesses for God, 
and ever remember that he is of purer eyes than to 
ve pleased with the mere utterance of words, with- 
out knowledge or meaning; or by our using terms 
sna sense unknown to ourselves. 

—>—— 
HOPEFUL CONVERSIONS. 

There is no phrase so common in our day, as the 
phrase “ hopefully converted.” No account of a re- 
vival will pass muster without it. What is the pro- 
per meaning of this phrase ? Ans. Hopefully, means 
in such a manner as to raise hope—with hope. Now 
among our Methodist friends, the word hopefully 
means something different from the use of the term 
by Calvinists. Their manner, which raises hope, is, 
to be very noisy. Generally speaking, it is to con- 
form to the wishes and opinions of the respective 
parties, 

Converted, means just what the parties please to 
have it, who will undoubtedly avail themselves of 
the equivocal definition of the word, and construe 
it to suit their purposes. This word, however, when 
applied to designate a religious change, must be 
considered with reference to its application. When 
applied to the transmutation of metals, a change of 
substance, it must mean differently from what it can 
possibly mean when applied to men. To prove, at 
once, the absurd, not to say ridiculous use of the 
term, in our day, we refer the reader to Paul, who 
sys, (1 Cor. xv.) We must all be changed.” The 
time of this change is also stated to be posterior 
to this life. Now, how evident it is, that the change 
which is supposed to take place when men are 


which is indispensable to the possession and enjoy- 
ment of future glory. 

Strange as it may appear to some, it is a correct 
mode of expression to say, a shovel or a spade is 
converted, when it is used for a pew purpose. The 
word must mean, when applied to men, to appropri- 
ate to another use. Thus the same man pursues a 
different course, and appropriates or applies the 
same powers and abilities to the service of God, and 
the good of man, which he before applied to the 
service of the devil, and the injury of his neigh- 
bours. Conversions of this description are a bless- 
ing to mankind. But, a conversion from serving 
one devil to the service of a dozen, is anevil. A 
conversion from common pride to religious arro- 
gance, is worse than nothing. 

. 
MY PEOPLE. 

Modern theologists, when the promises of God 
are spoken of, say, O! they are for God’s people, 
for “ my people.” True. All are God’s people. No! 
isthe reply. The promises are to God’s people ; 
to “my people.” We read, Jer. xv. 7, “1 will de- 
stroy my people.” Who are the threatenings for ? 
Why, for sinners. True. God’s people are sin- 
nevs; and the threatenings are tothem! We read 
of the same people, Jer. xvi, 18, “I will recompense 
their sin double,” &c. Again, we read, Isa. lii. 9, 
“ Bieak forth into joy, sing together ye waste pla- 
ces of Jerusalem: for the Lorp hath comforted 
his people, he hath redeemed Jerusalem.” Again: 
Isa. xl. 1,2, “ Comfort ye, comfort ye my people, 
saith your God. Speak ye comfortably to Jerusa- 
lem, and cry unto her, that her warfare is accom- 
plished, that her iniquity is pardoned ; for she hath 
received at the Lord’s hand double for all her sins.”’ 

We appeal to all honest men, of every religious 
sect, and ask, If you admit the passages above quo- 
ted, how can you confine the promises to a part, 
who are called God’s people, my people, and say, 
that the threatenings are to others who are denoini- 
nated sinners? Is not this mode of construction an 
unwarrantable perversion of the sacred testimony ? 
Is it not absurd to talk of saving those who are not 
lost ; and curing those who are not sick? Do not 
all men sustain the character of sioners ? Are any 
righteous, only as they believe in God, and are 
moved by the righteous, (merciful) Spirit of God ? 
Reader, whoever you may be, with all your preten- 
sions, you are a sinner as all your fathers were. Re- 
ceive this friendly caution.—As the measure you 
mete shall be measured to you again, be careful 
lest your anathemas rebound upon your ewn head. 
The Book says, “ Blessed are the merciful, for they 
shall obtain mercy.” 

gti 

A very amiable and compassionate woman of the 
Calvinist Baptist persuasion, attended several Sab- 
baths on the ministry of Rev. Mr. P**™*, of G****, 
who is also a strict Calvinist. Being asked how she 
liked Mr. P., she replied, To tell you the plain truth, 
I am not at all pleased with his preaching. Pray, 
how can that be, said the inquiring friend, since 





hopefully converted, is not the all-sufficient change 


vou are both Calvinists? Well, I will tell you, said 
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she, Mr. P. appears to be so much pleased with the 
endless damnation of the reprobates, and gives them 
up to the devil with so much cheerfulness, that I 
perfectly abhor to hear him pretend to preach, in the 
name of the merciful Jesus ! Christian Intell. 
—p>—- 
INTOLERANCE, 

Is a word chiefly used in reference to those per- 
sons, churches, or societies, who do not allow men to 
think for themselves, but impose on them articles, 
creeds, ceremonies, &c. of their own devising. No- 
thing is more abhorrent from the genius of the chris- 
tian religion than an intolerant spirit, or an intoler- 
ant church. “ It has inspired its votaries with a 
savage ferocity ; has plunged the fatal dagger into 
innocent blood ; depopulated towns and kingdoms ; 
overthrown states and empires, and b t down 
the righteous vengeance of heaven poll guilty 
world. The pretence of superior knowledge, sanc- 
tity and authority for its support, is the disgrace of 
reason, the grief of wisdom, and the paroxysm of 
folly. ‘To fetter the conscience, is injustice ; to en- 
snare it, is an act of saciilege ; but to torture it, by 
an attempt to force its feelings, is horrible intoler- 
ance; it is the most abandoned violation of all the 
maxims of religion and morality. Jesus Christ 


formed a kingdom purely spiritual ; the apostles ex- 
ercised only a spiritual authority under the direction 
of Jesus Christ; particular churches were united 
only by faith and love ; in all civil affairs they sub- 
mitted to civil magistracy ; and in religious con- 
cerns they were governed by the reasoning, advice, 


and exhortations of their own officers: their cen- 
sures were only honest reproofs ; and their excom- 
munications were only declarations that such of- 
fenders, being incorrigible, were no longer accounted 
members of their communities.” —Let it ever be re- 
membered, therefore, that no man or men have any 
authority whatever from Christ to domineer over the 
consciences, or persecute the persons of any whose 
religious principles agree not with their own. 
Buck’s Theological Dictionary. 
—~>"——- 
ANOTHER VICTIM, 
TO THE DOCTRINE OF ENDLESS TORMENTS. 

Abany, (N. Y.) Nov. 8, 1823. 
A Mr. Covell, in Cayuga county, hung himself a 
few days since, in a fit of religious melancholy. Fa- 
naticism is truly the worst of evils ; and it would be 
a great point gained, if the love of God, rather than 
his vengeance, were held out to bring sinners to re- 
pentance. A number of self-murders have taken 
place in the United States, within two or three 
years, in consequence of the parties being driven to 
insanity by hearing the terrors of hell preached fiom 
the pulpit. When will mankind learn that God is a 
God of love and mercy, and not of hatred and re- 
venge! That useful men and women should hang 
and drown themselves, under the influence of reli- 
gious terror, and thus prematurely deprive society of 
their services, and their families of protection, is a 
subject of serious regret ; and the more especially, as 
the cause is by no means honourable to our charac- 

ter as an enlightened community. Nat. Dem. 








DESTRUCTION OF ENEMIES, 

A late Chinese emperor, on receiving informatie; 
that his enemies had raised an insurrection in op, 
of the distant provinces, said to some of his friends 
* Come, follow me, and I promise you we shall soon 
destroy them.” He inarched forward, and upon his 
approach the rebels submitted. All expected jj 
was about to take a fearful revenge, and were aston, 
ished to see the captives treated with mildness nq 
humanity. “Is this the manner in which you fuljij 
your promise?” exclaimed his first minister— 
“ Your royal word was given that your enemix 
should be destroyed, and now you have pardoned all, 
and even condescend to caress some.” “T promised, 
(replied the emperor, with a generous air,) to de. 
stroy my enemies ; it is done, for I have made then, 
my friends.” Go, reader, and do likewise. 

Rel. Ing. 
—~=— 
ANECDOTE. 

Bishop Cadmus, of Bellay, although he did no: 
much esteem the monkish gentry, was induced to ac- 
cede to the pressing solicitations of the Franciscans 
of his diocess to pronounce a panegyric on their pat- 
ron saint :—“ Adimire, Oh, Pandres,” exclaimed the 
Bishop, “admire the extreme greatness of your 
Saint ; his miracles surpass those of the Son of God! 
Our Saviour, with five loaves and three fishes, fed 
only 5000 men in one day ; but St. Francis—amaze- 
ment! with a miserable yard of coarse linen, has 
known how to nourish for four centuries, day after 
day, more than 50,000 idlers and useless beings. 


El Centilla. 


What a stupendous miracle ! 


ef 
FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 
THE PILGRIM. 

O! for the blissful scenes of home, 
However poor that home may be ; 
Soon may the wish’d for season come, 
When I my kindred, all, shall see. 
But, al! the rose of hope deceives ; 
Fall oft a thorn’s beneath its leaves ! 


So, in the sun’s enlivening beam, 
The sprightly insect speeds its way 
Through meads, or flits along the stream, 
Regardless of a darker day ; 
But soon the frosts of winter come, 
And call it to its peaceful home. 


Nature, with all her charms, may die, 
And sink into oblivion’s tomb ; 

But mark the flower display’d on high, 
Eclipsing nature's choicest bloom— 

The rose of Sharon, ever fair, 

Bids helpless mortals ne'er despair. 


Praise Him, all ye that love his name, 

And prize the purchase of his blood : 
He is your Saviour, still the same— 

The Prince of Peace, the mighty God— 
The everlasting Father, He— 
Raise every voice; bend every knee ! 

fe 
PUBLIC DIgCUSSION. 


What is the Devil ? 


The “ Society for the Investigation and Estab- 
lishment of Gospel Truth,” will meet at Tolerton’s 
Academy, 63 Chrystie-street, on Turspay Even- 
ing next, at half-past 6 o’clock. Subject, Luke vii. 


27-53. 





